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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-7 have been examined in response to application filed 01/23/2004. 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Throughout the specification, which it to include the abstract, summary of the 
invention, detailed description of the preferred embodiment, and the claims, the term 
database has been used interchangeably as "data base" or "database". For purposes of 
consistency the term should be limited to either "data base" or "database". The 
Examiner will be using the term "database" throughout the Specification. 

The word "filed" on page 3, line 14 of the specification should be changed to 

"field". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1,2,4, 6, and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

As to claims 1 , 4, and 6, the phrase "data field in a enhanced" should recite "data 
field in an enhanced". 

As to claims 2, 4, and 7, the phrase "manipulations the font" should recite 
"manipulating the font". 
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As to claim 4, the phrase "including includes inserting an", should recite "includes 
inserting an". 

For purposes of examination, the pending claims have been examined to reflect 
the corrections of the objections. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

4. Claims 2, 4, 5, and 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

As to claims 2, 4, and 6, it is unclear to the examiner how inserting an image into 
the data field, manipulating the font of the data field, including presenting the font in 
bold, italic, underlined, in reverse video, with a color change, changing the fonts, using 
reserved characters, and providing a graphic mixed with a text, can be implemented at 
one time on a field or information contained within the field. The specification sheds no 
light at least in the specification, but not limited to the specification of the claimed 
subject matter. For the purposes of examining, the following claims are rejected under 
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a possible interpretation of "inserting an image into the data field, manipulating the font 
of the data field, including presenting the font in bold, italic, underlined, in reverse video, 
with a color change, changing the fonts, using reserved characters, or providing a 
graphic mixed with a text', which is consistent with the Applicant's specification, page 4 
lines 19-21. 

As to claim 5, it is rejected as inheriting the deficiencies of independent claim 4. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as failing to set 
forth the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. 

As to claims 2, 4, and 6, it is unclear to the examiner how inserting an image into 
the data field, manipulating the font of the data field, including presenting the font in 
bold, italic, underlined, in reverse video, with a color change, changing the fonts, using 
reserved characters, and providing a graphic mixed with a text, can be implemented at 
one time on a field or information contained within the field. The specification sheds no 
light at least in the specification, but not limited to the specification of the claimed 
subject matter. For the purposes of examining, the following claims are rejected under 
a possible interpretation of "inserting an image into the data field, manipulating the font 
of the data field, including presenting the font in bold, italic, underlined, in reverse video, 
with a color change, changing the fonts, using reserved characters, or providing a 
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graphic mixed with a text', which is consistent with the Applicant's specification, page 4 
lines 19-21. 

7. Independent claims 1 , 4, and 6 recite the limitation "the database" in first and 
second lines of the claims. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

Independent claim 1 recites the limitation "the group" in the third line of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims 

As for dependent claims 2, 3, 5, and 7, are rejected as inheriting the deficiencies 
of independent claims. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 L/SC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

- 9. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kulkarni (US Patent 5950193), hereinafter "Kulkarni" in view of Tolkin (Display value 
e.g. "Unknown" for a Null valued element, 02/17/2000), hereinafter "Tolkin" and further 
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in view of Cox et al (IBM TDB, Limited Space Entry-Field Control, 04/05/2005), 
hereinafter "IBM". 

As to independent claim 1, Kulkarni teaches a method of providing a user 
interface for use with a database (column 1 lines 32-41), wherein the database includes 
plural records, each having plural data fields therein, wherein a data field contains 
information taken from the group of information types consisting of entered information 
(column 1 lines 42-52), empty, and null, wherein empty and null data fields comprise 
blank data fields (column 2 lines 20-23), comprising: 

displaying a selected record according to a display protocol (Fig. 2). However 
Kulkarni does not teach determining if display protocol requires display of a blank data 
field and displaying a substitute data field. Tolkin teaches determining if the display 
protocol requires display of a blank data field of the record (paragraph [01]), and, if so, 
displaying a substitute data field, which is taken from the group of data fields consisting 
of system generated data fields and alternate data fields (paragraphs [01] through 
[06]). However, Kulkarni as modified by Tolkin does not teach displaying a substitute 
data field in an enhanced manner. IBM teaches wherein said displaying a substitute 
data field, includes displaying the information in the substitute data field in an 
enhanced manner to alert a user to the presence of the substitute information 
(paragraph [002]). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the database of Kulkarni with the determining of blank fields of 
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Tolkin in further view of the enhancing of IBM. Tolkin and IBM both express motivation 
for combining by stating when there is a null value we want the client tool to display an 
explicit value to represent this, rather than it being implied by the absence of an optional 
element (paragraph [01] of Tolkin), and to indicate that the entry field has no data 
(paragraph [002] of IBM). 

As to dependent claim 2, IBM teaches wherein said displaying a substitute data 
field which is a system generated data field, includes presenting the font in italic 
(paragraph [002]). 

As to dependent claim 3, Tolkin teaches wherein said displaying a substitute 
data field which is an alternate date field includes selecting a data field containing 
entered information and presenting the data field information to the user interface 
(paragraphs [04] through [06]). 

As to independent claim 4, Kulkarni teaches a method of providing a user 
interface for use with a database (column 1 lines 32-41), wherein the database includes 
plural records, each having plural data fields therein, wherein a data field contains 
information taken from the group of information types consisting of entered information 
(column 1 lines 42-52), empty, and null, wherein empty and null data fields comprise 
blank data fields (column 2 lines 20-23), comprising: 
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displaying a selected record according to a display protocol (Fig. 2). However 
Kulkarni does not teach determining if display protocol requires display of a blank data 
field and displaying a substitute data field. Tolkin teaches determining if the display 
protocol requires display of a blank data field of the record (paragraph [01]), and, if so, 
displaying a substitute data field, which is taken from the group of data fields consisting 
of system generated data fields (paragraphs [01 ] through [06]). However, Kulkarni as 
modified by Tolkin does not teach manipulating the font of the field and displaying a 
substitute data field in an enhanced manner. IBM teaches manipulating the font and 
wherein said displaying a substitute data field, includes displaying the information in 
the substitute data field in an enhanced manner to alert a user to the presence of the 
substitute information (paragraph [002]). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the database of Kulkarni with the determining of blank fields of 
Tolkin in further view of the enhancing of IBM. Tolkin and IBM both express motivation 
for combining by stating when there is a null value we want the client tool to display an 
explicit value to represent this, rather than it being implied by the absence of an optional 
element (paragraph [01] of Tolkin), and to indicate that the entry field has no data 
(paragraph [002] of IBM). 



As to dependent claim 5, Tolkin teaches wherein said displaying a substitute 
data field, which is an alternate data field includes selecting a data field containing 
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entered information and presenting that data field information to the user interface 
(paragraphs [04] through [06]). 

As to independent claim 6, Kulkami teaches a method of providing a user 
interface for use with a database (column 1 lines 32-41), wherein the database includes 
plural records, each having plural data fields therein, wherein a data field contains 
information taken from the group of information types consisting of entered information 
(column 1 lines 42-52), empty, and null, wherein empty and null data fields comprise 
blank data fields (column 2 lines 20-23), comprising: 

displaying a selected record according to a display protocol (Fig. 2); 

selecting a data field containing entered information and presenting that data 
field information to the user interface (column 3 lines 41 -46). However Kulkami does 
not teach determining if display protocol requires display of a blank data field and 
displaying a substitute data field. Tolkin teaches determining if the display protocol 
requires display of a blank data field of the record (paragraph [01]), and, if so, 
displaying a substitute data field, which is taken from the group of data fields consisting 
of system generated data fields and alternate data fields (paragraphs [01] through 
[06]). However, Kulkami as modified by Tolkin does not teach displaying a substitute 
data field in ah enhanced manner. IBM teaches wherein said displaying a substitute 
data field, includes displaying the information in the substitute data field in an 
enhanced manner to alert a user to the presence of the substitute information 
(paragraph [002]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/764,320 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2176 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the database of Kulkarni with the determining of blank fields of 
Tolkin in further view of the enhancing of IBM. Tolkin and IBM both express motivation 
for combining by stating when there is a null value we want the client tool to display an 
explicit value to represent this, rather than it being implied by the absence of an optional 
element (paragraph [01] of Tolkin), and to indicate that the entry field has no data 
(paragraph [002] of IBM). 

As to dependent claim 7, IBM teaches wherein said displaying a substitute data 
field which is a system generated data field, includes presenting the font in italic 
(paragraph [002]). 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record on Form PTO 892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrea N. Long whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1055. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 7:30 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andrea Long 
01/29/2007 



WILLIAM BASHORE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



